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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 11-14, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Azami et al [US 20020076020 A1]. 

Regarding claim 1 , Azami et al teach a method for handling an off-hook event 
shown in Figs. 22 and 23, comprising the steps of: 

detecting an off-hook event (1 13) with a modem (131) communicatively linked to 
a circuit loop between a PSTN network (101) and a telephone (102), in which the off- 
hook event occurs , wherein the detection is based on audible information (i.e. voice 
signal) conveyed by the circuit loop; ' 

initiating at least one programmatic action within a computing device (i.e. CPU 
103) communicatively linked to the modem (103); and conveying an off-hook notification 
to the personal computer (108) (DPD) as a result of the programmatic action [Figs. 22, 
23; Para: 0228; 0214-224]. 

Regarding claim 2, Azamai et al further teach the method comprising the step of: 
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receiving an information tone (i.e. detecting ringer (118)), wherein the information 
tone (i.e. ringer) is generated by a central Office (not shown) and transmitted via the 
telephone line of the PSTN (101), to indicate that an off-hook event has occurred [Figs. 
22, 23]. 

Regarding claim 3, Azamai et al further teach the method comprising the step of: 
determining whether a dial-tone is present (i.e. detecting ringer (118)); 
checking the circuit loop for audible information (i.e. voice signal); and 
based on the checking step and upon a previously established time-out 

threshold (i.e. a predetermined time) , determining that the off-hook event has occurred 

[Figs. 22, 23; Para: 0217; 0224-0225]. 

Regarding claim 4, Azamai et al further teach the method, wherein the off-hook 
notification includes a speech message, identifying a previously recorded speech 
message stored within the computing device (i.e. CPU 103) [Figs. 4-6; Para: 0096; 
0129; 0238]. 

Regarding claim 11, Azami et al teach a machine-readable (i.e. computer- 
readable) storage having stored thereon, a computer program having a plurality of code 
sections, the code sections executable by a machine for causing the machine to 
perform the following steps: 
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detecting an off-hook event (113) with a modem (131) communicatively linked to 
a circuit loop between a PSTN network (101) and a telephone (102), in which the off- 
hook event occurs , wherein the detection is based on audible information (i.e. voice 
signal) conveyed by the circuit loop; 

initiating at least one programmatic action within a computing device (i.e. CPU 
103) communicatively linked to the modem (103); and conveying an off-hook notification 
to the personal computer (108) (DPD) as a result of the programmatic action [Figs. 22, 
23; Para: 0228; 0214-224; Fig. 7; Para: 0002; 0015-0016; 0059; 0062-0063; 0072-0093; 
Fig. 10; Para: 0119-0125; claims 24-36]. 

Regarding claims 12-14, the limitations are shown above. 

Regarding claim 21, Azami et al teach a system for handling an off-hook event 
shown in Figs. 22 and 23, comprising the steps of: 

means (113) detecting an off-hook event with a modem (131) communicatively 
linked to a circuit loop between a PSTN network (101) and a telephone (102), in which 
the off-hook event occurs , wherein the detection is based on audible information (i.e. 
voice signal) conveyed by the circuit loop; 

means (CPU 103) for initiating at least one programmatic action within a 
computing device (i.e. CPU 103) communicatively linked to the modem (103); and 
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means (107) for conveying an off-hook notification to the personal computer 
(108) (DPD) as a result of the programmatic action [Figs. 22, 23; Para: 0228; 0214- 
224]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5-6, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Azami et al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Luneau et al [US 
20030128821 A1]. 

Regarding claim 5, Azami et al do not teach expressly identifying (i.e. displaying) 
a text-based notification and text-to-speech converting the text-based notification to 
generate a speech message. 

Lineau et al teach a method for identifying (i.e. displaying) a text-based 
notification [Fig. 1; Para: 0017]; and 

text-to-speech converting the text-based notification to generate a speech 
message [Para: 0057]. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the speech message method of Lineau et al with Azami et al in 
order to facilitate natural interactions with users [Lineau et al; Para: 0004; 0007]. 

Regarding claim 6, Lineau et al teach the method comprising the step of playing 
an audible message using at least one speaker (30) [ Para: 0018], 

Regarding claims 15-16, the limitations are shown above. 

5. Claims 7-8, 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Azami et al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Farris et al [US 
20020163999 A1]. 

Regarding claims 7-8, Azami et al do not teach expressly a network connection 
with another computing device. 

Farris et al teach a network connection with another computing device [Para: 
0111; 0150] including an electronic message across the network connection [ Figs. 1-2; 
Para: 0102; 0117; 0144; 0195; 0289]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the method of electronic messaging across the network 
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connection of Farris et al with Azami et al in order to provide personal communication 
services [Farris et al; Para: 0051]. 

Regarding claims 17-18, the limitations are shown above. 

6. Claims 9-1 0, 1 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Azami et al as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Caharel et al [US 
20030021393 A1]. 

Regarding claim 9, Azami et al do not teach expressly establishing a wireless 
connection with another a mobile service. 

Caharel et al teach establishing a wireless connection with another a mobile 
service (i.e. mobile radiotelephone ) [Para: 0003; 0005; 0025; 0030-0032; 0035; 0051- 
0052]. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use electronic messaging across the network connection of Caharel et 
al with Azamin et al in order to communicate quickly with another user [Caharel et al; 
Para: 0008]. 
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Regarding claim 10, Caharel et al teach that the electronic message includes a 
speech message (i.e. voice mail services) [Para: 0032]. 

Regarding claims 19-20, the limitations are shown above. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramnandan Singh whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7529. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F(8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Sinh can be reached on (571) 272-7564. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




